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Reconsideration arid allowance in view of the foregoing amendment and the following 
remarks are respectful!}- requested. Claims 1-53 are pending. 

Rejection of Claims M, 6-7, 9-17, 19-20, 22-30, 33-39, 41-48 and 50-53 Under 35 SIS.C. 

jjl03(a} 

The Office Action rejects claims 1.-4. 6-7. 9-17, 19-20, 22-30. 35-39. 41-48 and 50-53 
,-ko; ; '" v NO , o^;.o as vme^ nfrten-able ,-ver <H>ct/etj. S I 'atom \^ v^.^V 1 
CGoetx et al.") in view of Shaw et al. {U.S. Patent No, 6,233,590) f "Shaw et al"). Applicant 
^ <.v. > vs i _ v.v. n -1 ic M^rib hat <. HiS'Kr/'^v ^ ,t ' ^ .no 

Goetz et al. and Shaw et al. fail to prevent the patentability of claims 1-4, 6-7, 9- 1 7. I 9-20. 27- 

First, Applicant respectfully submits that Shaw et a!, is non-analogous art to the present 
invention. For example, claim 1 recites a computer readable medium scoring instructions 
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and based on the analysis above, a media- parameter suggestion tor an encoder to alter the 
characteristics of data to be sera, to the receiver, and send, from the receiver, the formulated 
suggestion. Clearly, operations occur as is recited in claim I by a receiver, (n contrast, Shaw et 
al. teach a docuinem-instrucUon-sei-compulmg architecture ( DISC) that offers a new computing 
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related applications. In their Summary of the Invention, they teach that it is a distinguishable 
teature ttorn ail prior art which have adapted the traditional CISC or RISC architectural 
discipline which are best optimized for real time data computation. DISC provides new methods, 
and apparatus to organize, store, retrieve, update and present a plurality of compound document 




data types. As can he seen throughout the Summary ol" the Invention in columns 3 and 4, it is 
clear that the focus of the invention taught In Shaw et ai is an integrated circuit system according 
to a novel DISC principle. Because it is related more to a baseline DISC single chip integrated 
circuit on a server. Applicant would respectfully submit thai it is non-analogous to the inveniion 
of claim i which is clearly related to how to deal with a displayed data at a receiver. 

An example of analogy of analogous in the electrical arts is found in MPBP 2141.01, 
Section V. in which the Wa ng taboratoires Inc. ease is analyzed, in that case, patent claims 
were directed to single inline memory modules (SIMMs; for instillation on a primed circuit 
motherboard for use in persona! computers. The cited reference referred to a SIMM for art 
industrial controller that the Federal Circuit found was not necessarily in the same field of 
endeavor as the claimed subject mailer merely because it related to memories. The reference 
was found by the Federal Circuit to be in a different field of endeavor because U involved 
memory circuits in which modules of varying sizes may be added or replaced, whereas the 
claimed invention involved compact modular memories. For these and other reasons, the Court 
found that the rUerenee was '-on-analogous which wus fupponeo Hy schstanual e^ t deuce. 

Similarly, the argument that Shaw et ai. fail to he analogous art to claim I Is evert 
ar- r. uv.n u V- ,iug 1 fpouu eree s because in that ease at k\ol the eLumed un vnuor ar.d she 
prior art reference both related to memory and specifically SIMMs. However, claim 1 clearly 
requires many operations at. a receiver and recites steps involving analyzed parameters associated 
with the quality of displayed data, formulating a media-parameter suggestion for an encoder to 
alter the characteristics of data to send to the receiver, and sending, from the receiver, the 
formulated suggestion, 'There is no requirement within claim 1 of any specific kind of processor 
on the receiver and clearly claim 1 does not include any server related limitations. In contrast io 
claim 1. it is clear as discussed above, that Shaw et al, teach a new DISC type of computer 
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processor architecture that is adapted from traditional CISC or RISC arch i lectures, which are 
certain types of central processing units that are optimized for various purposes. Applicant 
respectfully submits that there is substantia! evidence supporting Applicant's argument that 
Shaw et ai, is a non-analogous to the present invention. Accordingly. Applicant respect-ally 
submits that Shaw et ah is inappropriately cited against, the present invention. 

Furthermore, because of the field of invention and focus of Shaw et ai is to the DISC 
single chip integrated circuit. Applicant respectfully submits that one of skill in the art would not 
have sufficient motivation to combine Shaw et ai. with Goetz et al These two references are 
non-analogous to each other. Goetz et al. teach a system and device for presenting multi-media 
information in a client-server context and their invention includes a client that receives units of 
multi-media information and presents the information on a presentation device. As is introduced 
in their background in column I, line 21, Goetz et al. relate to a real time multi-media application 
and more particularly to the streaming of real time multi-media information over a 
communication network. Where Applicant onlv needs to meet a preponderance of the evidence 
standard, Applicant respectfully submit that when the overall teachings and suggestive power of 
Shaw et al. and Goetz et ai. are objectively analyzed, that one of skill in the art would not review 
the Goetz et ai. reference, come to an understanding that hs subject, matter focuses on an 
invention related to real time multi-media applications and the streaming of real time multi- 
media inlormafion over a communication network, and then have any kind of motivation or 
suggestion to seek out a particular computer processor that has an. improvement over the CISC or 
RISC processing techniques and specifically relates to the document instruction set computing 

Even the figure on the cover of Shaw et al, further limits any suggestion that Shaw et al. 
should be combined with. Goetz et al. For example, the figure shown on the cover, winch is 
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! <t'\-t < t\^ s ^\e f p'A n <• .ow-Mhe Joeuiiieift dL-iniebo?: set conspunikj cks:oi jh u:e 
--ome! \%h^L coa^nmc;nes <\hh virion, other iks kes *\\Lh include a copvr 15f\ a prints 1 -~4 
anc a scanner !^ < vher cU-\ ices, meb;de n telephone ItU and a bo < b\ hi a nm.uple ii-^r and 
inuU.-ri-.- ;rpp ; ica:;c;> Ciuironmenu one A still m the an uoul-i ccn iho'y underbid ibai nudb- 
fjAJia 5iiK-js:K:ii<»:i such :i$ famine, vdvo as idem kd at the Ixsbriua^ fiv:n ihe tide <»S 
voeu ct a ; wook: no; be son: to a scenes, ? printer, .s ^-pser or .1 iclepis^ne oi \ tax inasmuch a> 
iUla kioox of dcMs.;.-- are no ; ae;ap;-:d to rvocn e and d.,spb> a sti-candi^ ifnais-ruedia I ■ io. in 
an> «„\ j;«t th< i> oil addib^-al lea-un *iihin the teacups of Nha^ es ai ito ur^c ao,a> srom 
aro s-u^esd^ or mob^tion h< combine tbe«=e reier-H o- in add-on t.» the j!»\anicn\il problem 
*\uh Nha^ oi a; ohieh u ii^ .ecu- oo computer psoc^sor D;v * arehiteeeiK ^ddi is 001 
^.Pdlo-oi;* jnJ bi;. o hi^cvam to '.he teaching of wt J 

I .k- 1 wlce \cokri on pa^e -i ajyues in a sing.e -^enscu^: *ht: cd<c ihe mediation or 
,>aeacsT:oa combine h> -Liinu that is would haw been oKieu-* io one oi ordhiarx 4JM io the 
an ai toe n^e the iroers-ion *as made to nx<d'H : Ooet/k ^ten ^\Uh Sh.w k scachin- technique 

i-coue^^; and -'r ou : acesiire die ouaUo, dispia> of r! esenuo^s data. Applicant notes Uiat 
pajic 4 aw:L- tb.v, the Mig^.-iioo for aiodhsmg tUc eisoias l\:ihcs from the uso~ and is e--IL-ot>.d 
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colons 1 1 , hs-e- 4 linu^cr. Apphcmt respeeueil) suhnm.; thai \.hni o uaiglu ;n dbs 
^ vifii of ^.u« ei <d has uothme to d- ■ «:sb Hk ^y)u\ -aeaiit} . I ;us ronioo of \ha\^ e; a! in 
coi-:J«r, ; 1 refiL> io s ! M»wn mc-rior> e^xoit Vshieh i » .oa^pri;vd of a ^mcle or p'uri)il> oh:eet 
sia.'K :Os r U o^nrceO:d the io-r,w s.ope et»m:«)]!ci h onwuh sxbieh. 

aeo\jie-f. rcv\^\c- a oin^lc orr!r : raiit> h;ei\ireh\ of scope eonu-u? sign;-i e-nxsooisdns^ io 
sebMoe i K»i mre-eM ;t -.aeh. !o\ . i j:id (aitbci .xe!-.'acc detad sub >.ei >u ^isieresi oa dv 
auSequ i iho * 1 At K is ,d~o coroon^ds Input iraerfaee e:rcnr ; coooee^-d to O;;- :\t 



e;rviat which uhen acih au\1 rtooswt. seltedw rooonvrrienJati^n ijv-m :;pphc:U:on. user and or 
:ui\s^rk an.; iunho~ produces a sarnie or nluraiiis lis; <a: ^!h|t*-.t p-\mcr s-itpais thai is tanher 

CO^pfisCO lO^i :i!,!Ov fbld. Ml^Cl index ddd, Jn UuitlikT lidd ^hciK'W. ~\r.d U\ A il;Ji> 

ildd >-or-<,opo;\h 10 Mit -eieaed naaiber of hierarchy ic-eh the subject index odd .vpcpo-idu^ 
lo Tho seh.e^d raaaher within -.he Ud oi hierun U>, the ueotd;cd field ,on>veied u> a 
decoder mnhor convsrvne; to she coded njioe pflbe sekaed whilst Hdote-vst Appheam 
rcHVcmt;;> suhrm^ thui to interpret that paragraph corresponding to the chhn hmiudoo of 
fonedahrn: at the reeoher and ha^od on apredous and} *Ls a rnedia-paraineic:: augCM-on sot on 
u^oJea m alur do characterisuc^ -uU.! *ent 10 tho. r^;d\er the p cameie- s awdatcd uitu the 
V>1 o: 1:.. J, so: p data \* * :rph '■ o :m A h ->f a -^rotca Leu ^ ,^ourh :k ov ik u is 1; ,? 
p^ra^raph of dx di.spia\ qu.dip and complicated uihtv ^dnneai daa-> lha? elcarh ibea^va the 
t uO* .! d - t.,o \w«o^;ioSM nvv'-Aio n't /(^>-on!o i.Jv-\,^ .Mn\. 
to do with the display. 

i :K i>tt;,v Aodoo on page 4 ako averts- ih.it she *\ Men. eorarodea in sn^w ct al. 
^er$e-.^ iho julju *nm'ii{ aiid t »r change d paianiet-.-rs deluding i>nnic sate and ,hsp!a> w*Mm\»n 
l\;.sed -n the nse~'- ^siena performance and or u^vr prefcKT.ee changes, dung a>lun;: ! ". line 
4t- to voheau KS, :-ae oi> Apphcara respecddh\ assorts ihat ibis peraoa oj Xhav oi al iai : so 
ic<ur oao ;^as Jinc adiuMing <?uch p<n\nneta-s. aud oi-p ; a\ re>oiuion hasce. -ar : die «tscr"-' 
.os^.csn pjrfi n,c and or u-vi preference chaiigos r^Kku j.s L»h;imac dufercv i^Tsi the 
a:;vaa>:..- 1 hai n^d ia the < 'Jilvc Actn.nt W':ut is knkdJ in eohitnn ? " L> thai there k 

ar ^afenocc enc-Ht eunfiedoe PRhl' :u: which rc.eoe.s .i datVerentsai tran^ bi:--niar -i^nal 
c^-.csp^r.oaKi to U:--' mw.:uo rput data '>pe^. Uic SI : - I ZsZ dab.e- eu>^s-;vii rojke- :lv ~, ; i.aia. 
ond prodaeo a ^e•. ofiu^-t-ifv p-ai\aae:cr- including a eora.piCsoi^!- ratio, tVone rale, --aid J^Ad\ 
res-ha.oa Ucord-.nili} . rathe; than itaelnng f he im cation of chcan K Sha^ ta at ic^>-i; adr^ 



the PREP 202 circuit receiving a differential frame bit-map signal corresponding to the specific 
input data types and then cross-referencing rising a look up table the signal and producing a set 
of run-time parameters. There is simply no mention in contrast io the assertion: on page 4 of the 
Office Aciiuru oft-stablishing a compression ratio, frame rate or display resolution based on the. 
user's system, performance and/or user preference changes or list limitations recited in the claim. 

in sum. Applicant respectfully submits that Shaw et al. is not an analogous art. 
Furthermore, one of skill in the art would not by a preponderance of the evidence have sufficient 
motivation tu combine the multi-media streaming application of Goetz et ai. with the DISC 
computer processor invention of Shaw et al. And furthermore, even if It were appropriate to 
combine these references, the combination of references still tails to teach each limitation of 
claim I , Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that claim. I is patentable and in condition 
for allowance. 

Claims 2-4 each depend from claim 1 and recite further limitations therefrom. Therefore, 
they are patentable as well. Claims 6 and 7 each depend from claim 1 and recite further 

each depend from claim 1 and recite further limitations therefrom and are patentable. Claim 1.4 
recites a method of transmitting data from a sender to a receiver across the network. The method 
comprises limitations similar to the ones discussed above relative to claim i. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully submits that claim 14 is patentable as well as dependent claims 15-1 7. 19- 

Claim 21 recites a method tor transmitting data across a network, the steps in claim 27 
are similar to those recited in claim. 1 and discussed above. These limitations includes a step of 
i ^ „ s ■> oi a Me> 1 i v. «ti i f V t*> « uh's^ 1 ■ . ^ v> 
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the data and altering the future transmitted dam. Applicant respectfully submits Lhat for the 
numerous reasons set forth above, claim 27 is patentable as well as dependent claims 28-30. 
Claims 33-35 depend from claim 27 and recite further limitation, therefrom and arc accordingly 
^.v. * i > > e.Ue^ . : a~SM atus for transmitting data from a .sender to a receiver across 
ihe network. Based on the same reasons set forth above. Applicant respectfully submits that 
claim 36 is oa-emablc as well as dependent claims 37-3°- and claims 41 -45. Claim 46 recites an 
apparatus for transmitting data from a sender to a receiver. Based on the discussion above 
Applicant also respectfully submit that claim 46 is patentable as well as dependent claims 47-48 

Rejects of Claims 5 and 18 Under 35 IJ.S.C . §103<ai 

1 he Office Action rejects claims 5 and 18 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Goete et al. in view of Shaw et at and Pocock (U.S. Patent No. 5,014,125.) ("Pocock"), 
Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection and submits thai inasmuch as Shaw et al is non- 
analogous art, one of skill in the art would not have sufficient motivation or suggestion to 

Furthermore, Applicant respectfully submits that one of skill in the art would not have 
sufficient motivation to combine Pocock with Shaw et al. and Goete et al As is discussed above, 
Shaw et al. relates to a DISC processor and Goetz et al. relates to streaming of multi-media data. 
Pocock teaches a television system tor the interactive distribution of selectable video 
presentations. One of skill in the art would easily recognize that this relates to a cable 
distribution system. It is an entirely different international and U.S. class with different fields of 
searcb from Shaw et ah Given that the suggestive power of Pocock and Shaw et al. and bow 
their technologies do not blend. Applicant respectfully submits thai by a preponderance of the 
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evidence, one of skill in the art would not have sufficient motivation or suggestion to combine 

Spp.se.at: tespoeualiy ^uhmib -hat cblrn^ * an-t IS are patenaHe -^.j \ is condm^a J or 

allowance. 

R ejection of Claims 8, 21. 31, 40 and 49 Unde r 35 IIH.C. § 103(a) 
The Office Actios - - ejects claims 8/2 L 3 L 40 and 49 under 35 U.S.C. £ 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goeiz et ai. in view of Shaw et a!, and Volk et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,673,401} 
CVolk et al."}. Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection and submits that because Shaw et 
al, is non-analogous art and one of skill in the art would not have sufficient motivation or 
suggestion *o combine Shaw et al. with Goeiz et al. 

Furthermore, Applicant respectfully submits that one of skill in the art would not have 
sufficient motivation to combine Yolk et a!, with Shaw et aS. These reverences are irom different 
U.S. classifications and International classifications. Yolk et al. relate to a system and method. 

oriented system for generating and displaying control items that allow users of an interactive 
"MnuH. 50 *eov*< >e arm seket eorriroi functions via ? grapnel »uso; interface \s .imp> 
discussed above. Shasv et al. relate to a DISC' architecture for a processor thai is a modification 
of a CISC or RISC type processors. Again. Applicant would submit that these arts are non- 
analogous to each other and that on of skill in the art would have insufficient suggestion and 
motivation to combine Volk et al. with Shaw et al. 

Applicant respect fid iv submits that claims 8, 21 . 31, 40 and 43 are patentable and in 
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CONCLUSION 

Having addressed ail rejections and objections. Applicant respectfully submits that the 
subject application is in condition tor allowance and a Notice to that effect i? earnestly solicited. 
If necessary, the Commissioner (or Patents is authorized to charge or credit the Law Office of 
Tfeomas M. Isaacson, LLC, Account No, 50-2960 t o." ee * o>t ^ «_ 

Respectfully submiued, 
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Thomas M. Isaacson 

Attorney for Applicant 
Reg, No. 44,166 
Phone: *K)--2S6-*40< 
Fax No.: 4 10-510- 1 433 
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